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Introduction . The purpose of this NSDD is to provide guidance on 


the arms reductions aspects of the December 1987 U . S . -U . S . S . R. 
summit in Washington. It should be used to guide both the 
general discussions with the Soviet team on these matters and the 
development of those portions of any "agreed statement" which may 
result from the summit which apply to the arms reductions area. 
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half of 1988. Recognizing that areas of agreement and 
disagreement are recorded in detail in the Joint Draft Treaty 
text, they agreed to instruct their negotiators to accelerate 
resolution of issues within the Joint Draft Treaty Text including 
early agreement on provisions for effective verification. 
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In the context of the discussions, no attempt will be made 
to negotiate or commit to negotiate in the future with the Soviet 
Union : 
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Soviet non-compliance with existing treaties must be corrected, 
and that the method of correcting the violation caused by the 
Krasnoyarsk radar is the dismantlement of this illegal radar. In 
the context of the discussions, the U.S. side should make this 
policy clear to its Soviet counterparts. To that effect, the 
U.S. side should pursue Soviet agreement on the inclusion in the 
"agreed statement" of the fallowing languj 
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